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HIERARCHICAL SOFTWARE PATH PROFILING 

Field of the Invention 

5 The present invention relates generally to software, and more specifically to 

the profiling of software. 

Background of the In ve ntion 

When software is compiled, it is converted from a high level "human 
10 readable" set of statements to a set of low level "machine readable" instructions. The 
control flow of the machine readable instructions can be very much like that of the 
human readable statements, or can be very different. During compilation, software 
can be "optimized" to increase the speed with which the final machine readable code 
executes. 

1 5 Optimizing compilers can benefit from profiling information that is collected 

when the program runs. Typical profiling operations collect information such as: 
block profiles, which represent the frequency of execution of blocks of code; edge 
profiles, which represent the frequency of taken branches in and out of blocks of 
code; and path profiles, which represent sequences of taken edges. Path profiles 

20 differ from block and edge profiles in that path profiles represent the execution 
frequency of control flow paths traversed in the software program, whereas block 
and edge profiles represent the frequency of execution of smaller elements within the 
software program. 

A path profiling method hereinafter referred to as the "BL method" is 

25 presented in: Thomas Ball & James Larus, "Efficient Path Profiling," MICRO-29, 
December 1996. The BL method generates a path profile for each "plain path" in a 
software function. For the purposes of this description, a plain path is a path that 
starts at a function entry or a loop entry (if the loop enters from a back edge), and 
ends at a function exit or a loop exit (if a back edge is taken at the exit node). Figure 

30 1 A shows a control flow graph (CFG) 10, and Figure IB shows the paths within 
CFG 10 that are profiled when the BL method is used. The profiled paths include 



paths 20 from the function entry (node A) to the function exit (node I), paths 30 from 
the function entry (node A) to a loop exit (node E), paths 40 from a loop entry (node 
B) to a loop exit (node E), and paths 50 from a loop entry (node B) to the function 
exit (node I). 

5 The term "region" as used herein, refers to a sub-graph of a control flow 

graph. The regions are either nested or disjoint. Region-based compilers may treat 
the hammock made up of nodes B, C, D, and E as an inner region, shown as region 1 
(R^ in Figure 1A. Similarly, the hammock made up of nodes F, G, H, and I, shown 
as region 2 (R 2 ) in Figure 1 A, may also be treated as a region by a region-based 

1 0 compiler. Region-based compilers may benefit from path profile information for the 
separate regions in part because local optimizations can be made within regions. 
CFG 10 can be viewed as a hierarchical CFG in that regions 1 and 2 are inner 
regions, and all of CFG 10 is an outer region with the inner regions represented as 
single nodes in the graph. 

1 5 "Hierarchical path profiles" are path profiles that include separate profiles for 

paths within inner regions, and for paths in outer regions. Paths in outer regions 
have inner regions represented as single nodes. For example, a hierarchical path 
profile of CFG 10 would include profiles for paths FGI and FHI, which are paths 
within inner region 2, and would also include profiles for AR 2 and AR^, which are 

20 outer region paths having inner regions represented as single nodes. The BL method 
does not generate hierarchical path profiles. For example, the BL method does not 
generate separate path profiles for paths FGI, FHI, AR 2 , and ARjR 2 that include the 
total execution counts for the specific paths. 

For the reasons stated above, and for other reasons stated below which will 

25 become apparent to those skilled in the art upon reading and understanding the 
present specification, there is a need in the art for a method and apparatus for 
profiling hierarchical software paths. 

30 
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Brief Description of the Drawings 

Figures 1 A and IB show a control flow graph and a list of paths profiled 
using a prior art method; 

Figures 2A and 2B show a first hierarchical control flow graph and the 
5 corresponding hierarchical paths; 

Figures 3A and 3B show a first augmented control flow graph and the 
corresponding profiled paths in accordance with a region-based embodiment; 

Figures 4A and 4B show a second augmented control flow graph and the 
corresponding profiled paths in accordance with a region-based embodiment; 
10 Figure 5 shows software instrumentation in accordance with a region-based 

embodiment; 

Figures 6A and 6B show profile indicator arrays in accordance with a region- 
based embodiment; 

Figures 7A and 7B show a second hierarchical control flow graph and the 
1 5 corresponding hierarchical paths; 

Figures 8A and 8B show an augmented control flow graph and the 
corresponding profiled paths in accordance with a global-based embodiment; 

Figure 9 shows software instrumentation in accordance with a global-based 
embodiment; 

20 Figure 10 shows a profile indicator array in accordance with a global-based 

embodiment; and 

Figure 1 1 shows a processing system in accordance with an embodiment of 
the invention. 

25 Description of Embodiments 

In the following detailed description of the embodiments, reference is made 
to the accompanying drawings that show, by way of illustration, specific 
embodiments in which the invention may be practiced. In the drawings, like 
numerals describe substantially similar components throughout the several views. 
30 These embodiments are described in sufficient detail to enable those skilled in the art 
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to practice the invention. Other embodiments may be utilized and structural, logical, 
and electrical changes may be made without departing from the scope of the present 
invention. Moreover, it is to be understood that the various embodiments of the 
invention, although different, are not necessarily mutually exclusive. For example, a 
5 particular feature, structure, or characteristic described in one embodiment may be 
included within other embodiments. The following detailed description is, therefore, 
not to be taken in a limiting sense, and the scope of the present invention is defined 
only by the appended claims, along with the full scope of equivalents to which such 
claims are entitled. 

10 The method and apparatus of the present invention provide a mechanism for 

generating hierarchical path profiles for software programs. Control flow graphs 
representing software programs are modified, or "augmented," the BL method is 
utilized to generate edge values, and the software is modified, or "instrumented," to 
sum edge values along paths as they execute. Summed edge values represent "path 

15 sums" that are used to index into an array of profile indicators. In some 

embodiments, the profile indicators are counters that are incremented each time the 
corresponding path is executed. 

In some embodiments, hereinafter referred to as "region-based 
embodiments," the CFG for the software program is separated into multiple CFGs, 

20 one for each region in the hierarchy. Path sums within each region are unique within 
the region, and each region has a separate array of profile indicators. This allows 
path sums to be reused from region to region. 

In other embodiments, hereinafter referred to as "global-based embodiments," 
the CFG for the software program is not separated into separate CFGs for each 

25 region. Instead, the CFG is augmented using techniques that, when the BL method is 
applied, generates path sums for hierarchical paths that are unique within the 
software program represented by the CFG. In global-based embodiments, a single 
array of profile indicators can be used for the software program. 

For ease of explanation, this description is organized such that the region- 

30 based embodiments and global-based embodiments are, for the most part, described 
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separately; however, one skilled in the art will understand that these embodiments 
are not mutually exclusive, and that they may be combined without departing from 
the scope of the invention. 



5 Region-Based Embodiments 

Figures 2A and 2B show a hierarchical control flow graph and the 
corresponding hierarchical paths. Figure 2A shows CFG 200 that includes outer 
region 220 and inner region 210. Each hierarchical path within CFG 200 is shown in 
Figure 2B as a list of nodes. A path is traversed when the corresponding nodes are 

1 0 visited as the software code within the region is executed. Within region 2 1 0, the 
possible paths are CD, CEF, CDF, and EF, shown as paths 230 in Figure 2B. Region 
210 has two entry nodes, C and E, and has two exit nodes, D and F. Paths 230 
represent all possible paths from each entry node to each exit node within region 210. 
Region 210 is also labeled R l5 and region 220 is also labeled R 2 . The "R" 

1 5 designation refers to the region in the software program, and the numbered region 
designation refers to the region as represented by the CFG. In Figures 2A - 6B, 
modified versions of CFG 200 are presented as different CFGs. The numbered 
designations change from figure to figure because the CFG has undergone change, 
but the "R" designations do not change so that the underlying software regions can 

20 be tracked from figure to figure as the CFG changes. Numbered designations and 
"R" designations are sometimes used interchangeably in this description, but in 
general, discussions of the CFG refer to regions by number, and discussions of 
regions in the software hierarchy refer to regions by "R" designation. 

Figure 2B also shows hierarchical paths 240 for outer region 220. 

25 Hierarchical paths treat inner regions as single nodes. For example, in paths within 
region 220, region 210 is listed as a single node represented as R v The possible 
paths within region 220 are listed as ARjH, ARjG, BR t H, and B^G. Region 220 
has two entry nodes, A and B, and has two exit nodes, H and G. Paths 240 represent 
the possible permutations from each entry node to each exit node within region 220. 



Attorney Docket 884.21 7usl 



5 



Client Ref. No. P5428 



CFG 200 is a sub-graph of a larger graph (not shown) that represents a larger 
portion of the software program, and as a result, region 220 is a region at an 
intermediate level in the hierarchy of a software program. CFG 200 includes inner 
region 210 that is at a lower level in the hierarchy than region 220. Likewise, region 
5 220 represents an inner region to the next level outer region (not shown). The 
method of the present invention can be applied at all levels of the hierarchy. In this 
description, the method is described with respect to the two levels of hierarchy 
represented by region 210 and region 220. 

An overview of the region-based embodiments is now presented. Further 
1 0 detailed descriptions are provided below. Separate CFGs for each region are created 
in the region-based embodiments. To effect this, each region is represented at the 
next higher hierarchical level by a single node. The single node is chosen as one of 
the entry nodes in the region, hereinafter referred to as the "representative entry 
node." When inner regions are replaced in the CFG by their respective 
15 representative entry nodes, the CFG is augmented with extra nodes and edges if 
necessary, and edge values are assigned using the BL method. This is repeated for 
all CFGs representing different regions. The software is instrumented by inserting 
profiling instructions, and when the software is executed, hierarchical profile 
information is gathered. 

20 

Augmenting Control Flow Graphs and Assigning Edge Values in 
Region-Based Embodiments 
Figures 3 A and 3B show a first augmented control flow graph and the 
corresponding profiled paths in accordance with a region-based embodiment. Figure 
25 3A shows augmented CFG 300 that corresponds to region 220 (Figure 2A). Region 
220 has been modified, and appears in Figure 3A as region 320. Modifications 
include: the inner region being replaced by a representative entry node, which in this 
example is node C; and the addition of a region source node Re and a region sink 
node Rx. 
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In general, region-based augmentation of CFGs follows the outline presented 
as numbered actions below. The numbering is provided for clarity in organization 
and does not imply an order of operations. Indeed, the order can be different than 
that presented without departing from the scope of the present invention. Each 
5 action is presented in more detail after the outline. The current region is denoted as 
"R ? " and inner regions are denoted as "r " The CFG for the current region is denoted 
as CFG(R), and the CFG for inner regions is denoted as CFG(r). 
Outline of region-based augmentation: 

1. Remove all backedges. 
10 2. Create a region source Re and connect it to all entry nodes of CFG(R). 

3. Create a region sink Rx and connect all exit nodes of CFG(R) to it. 

4. Add an edge from Rx to Re. 

5. For each inner region r of R: 

5a. Replace CFG(r) with r's representative entry node, Er(r). 
15 5b. Add an edge from each prolog node of r in CFG(R) to Er(r). 

5c. Add an edge from Er(r) to each epilog node of r in CFG(R). 

Further description of region-based augmentation: 

1 . Remove all backedges. Source nodes of backedges are treated as region 
20 exits, and target nodes of backedges are treated as region entries. When a backedge 

is removed, the source node of the backedge is marked as a region exit, and all 
actions taken with respect to region exit nodes are also taken with respect to the 
backedge source node. The target node of the backedge is marked as a region entry, 
and all actions taken with respect to region entry nodes are also taken with respect to 
25 the backedge target nodes. Region 220 does not have a backedge, but region 210 
does. The backedge of region 210 is edge F->C. This is discussed further below 
with reference to Figure 4A. 

2. Create a region source Re and connect it to all entry nodes of CFG(R). 
Node Re is created and added to CFG 300. Edges Re->A and Re->B are also added. 

30 If a backedge had been removed, the backedge target node would be treated as an 
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entry node, and an edge would have also been added from Re to the backedge target 
node. 

3. Create a region sink Rx and connect all exit nodes of CFG(R) to it. Node 
Rx is created and added to CFG 300. The exit nodes for CFG(R 2 ) are nodes H and 

5 G. Edges H->Rx and G->Rx are created and added to CFG 300. If a backedge had 
been removed, the backedge source node would be treated as an exit node, and an 
edge would have also been added from the backedge source node to Rx. 

4. Add an edge from Rx to Re. This is an edge that is added prior to applying 
the BL method to the augmented CFG. 

10 5. Actions that are applied to each inner region r of CFG(R) are discussed in 

5a-5c. In the example being presented, a single inner region "r" shown as Rj exists, 

5a. Replace CFG(r) with r's representative entry node, Er(r). The 
representative entry node can be chosen at random. It is used as a node to take the 
place of CFG(r) in the hierarchy, and can be any entry node within CFG(r). In this 

15 example, Er(r) could be either of nodes C or E. Node C is chosen as Er(r). 

5b. Add an edge from each prolog node of r in CFG(R) to Er(r). A prolog 
node is a node at least one level up in the hierarchy that is a source node for an edge 
having an entry node of r as a target. For example, in Figure 3 A, nodes A and B are 
prolog nodes for region 310. When multiple entry nodes exist in a region, as is the 

20 case in the example, one is chosen as the representative entry node E(r). In this case, 
at least one prolog node will have an edge that has as a target node an entry node that 
has been removed from the CFG. Adding an edge from each prolog node to Er(r) 
insures that the appropriate paths continue to traverse the inner region r. If an edge 
already exists, a new one need not be added. For example, the edge A->C already 

25 existed in the CFG and so a new one is not added. In this example, edge B->C is 
added in action 5b. 

5c. Add an edge from Er(r) to each epilog node of r in CFG(R). An epilog 
node is a node at least one level up in the hierarchy that is a target node for edges 
having an exit node of r as a source. For example, in Figure 3 A, nodes H and G are 

30 epilog nodes for region 310. The exit nodes of the inner region were removed when 
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CFG(r) was replaced with Er(r). Adding edges from Er(r) to epilog nodes preserves 
the paths that traverse the inner region r. In this example, edges C->H and C->G 
were added. 

After undergoing the augmentation process, the control flow graph is in a 
5 form that can be subjected to the BL method. As shown in Figure 3B, each plain 
path 340 in CFG 300 corresponds to a hierarchical path 240 shown for region 220 
(Figure 2A). The BL method assigns edge values such that each plain path in the 
augmented CFG receives a unique path sum. For the case of augmented CFG 300, 
each plain path corresponds to a hierarchical path for a region, and so the unique path 

1 0 sums correspond to hierarchical paths. 

The edge values assigned by the BL method are shown next to the edges in 
Figure 3 A. For example, edge Re->A has an edge value of zero and edge Re->B has 
an edge value of two. Path sums are generated by summing the edge values along 
the paths as they are traversed. For example, path ReBCGRx has a path sum of three 

15 because both edges Re->B and C->G are traversed on the path. The code that 
generates the path sums during execution and the arrangement of the profile 
indicators are discussed below. First, the augmentation of the inner region CFG is 
discussed with reference to Figures 4 A and 4B. 

Figures 4A and 4B show a second augmented control flow graph and the 

20 corresponding profiled paths in accordance with a region-based embodiment. Figure 
4 A shows an augmented CFG 400 that corresponds to region 210 (Figure 2 A). 
Region 210 has been modified, and appears in Figure 4A as region 410. 
Modifications include the addition of a region source node Re and a region sink node 
Rx. 

25 The actions used to augment CFG 400 are the same as those used to augment 

CFG 300 (Figure 3A). Each action, as applied to CFG 400, is now presented. The 
current region is denoted as "R," and inner regions are denoted as "r." The CFG for 
the current region is denoted as CFG(R), and the CFG for inner regions is denoted as 
CFG(r). 
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1 . Remove all backedges. Backedge F->C is removed. As a result, F is 
treated as a region exit and C is treated as a region entry. Because F is already a 
region exit and C is already a region entry, they are not treated differently as a result 
of the removal of the backedge F->C, 
5 2. Create a region source Re and connect it to all entry nodes of CFG(R). 

The region source Re is created and added to CFG 400. Nodes C and E are entry 
nodes for region 410. Edges Re->C and Re->E are added to CFG 400. 

3. Create a region sink Rx and connect all exit nodes of CFG(R) to it. The 
region sink node Rx is created and added to CFG 400. Nodes D and F are exit nodes 

10 for region 410, so edges D->Rx and F->Rx are created and added to CFG 400. 

4. Add an edge from Rx to Re. The edge Rx->Re is shown added to CFG 
400 in Figure 4A. 

5a - 5c. Actions performed for each inner region are not applicable to region 
410 because there are no inner regions. In the hierarchical control flow graph 
15 originally presented in Figure 2 A, region 210, which corresponds to region 410 in 
Figure 4A, is the inner-most region present. Therefore, there are no more inner 
regions to replace with representative nodes, and there are no prolog nor epilog 
nodes. 

After undergoing the augmentation process, the control flow graph is in a 
20 form that can be subjected to the BL method. As shown in Figure 4B, each plain 
path 440 in CFG 400 corresponds to a hierarchical path 230 shown for region 210 
(Figure 2A). The BL method assigns edge values such that each plain path in the 
CFG receives a unique path sum. For the case of augmented CFG 400, each plain 
path corresponds to a hierarchical path for a region, and so the unique path sums 
25 correspond to hierarchical paths. 

The edge values assigned by the BL method are shown next to the edges in 
Figure 4 A. For example, edge Re->C has an edge value of zero and edge Re->E has 
an edge value of three. Path sums are generated by summing the edge values along 
the paths as they are traversed. For example, path ReEFRx has a path sum of three 
30 because edge 
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Re->E is the only traversed edge having a non-zero edge value assigned. Path sums 
450 are unique within CFG 400, but are not unique when considering both CFG 300 
(Figure 3 A) and CFG 400. Stated differently, path sums for two paths in different 
regions may be the same. For example, both path ReACGRx (Figure 3B) which 
5 represents a path in region 220 (Figure 2A), and path ReCDFRx which represents a 
path in region 210 (Figure 2A), have a path sum equal to one. This does not cause an 
ambiguity because of the profile indicator storage mechanism used in region-based 
embodiments. This is more fully described below with reference to Figure 6. 

10 Software Instrumentation in Region-Based Embodiments 

Figure 5 shows software instrumentation in accordance with a region-based 
embodiment. The instrumentation includes instructions inserted into the program 
code. As a result of the instrumentation, profile indicators are modified when the 
program is executed. One profile indicator is maintained for each hierarchical path 

1 5 present in the program. 

The original program is instrumented such that when a path P in a region 
completes execution, a variable holds the sum value of path P. The augmented CFGs 
(CFG 300 and CFG 400) provide information for instrumenting edges and blocks in 
the original CFG (CFG 200) to obtain the sum values and modify profile indicators. 

20 The original CFG is shown in Figure 5 with appropriate instrumentation added. 

The instrumented program saves the current outer path sum when entering a 
region, and restores the outer path sum when exiting the region. In between, the path 
sum is used to collect path information for the hierarchical path in the inner region. 
For example, in Figure 5, the path sum is maintained in a variable named "sum." 

25 The path sum has an edge value of zero summed therewith on the execution of edge 
A->C because that is the edge value of edge A->C in region 320 (Figure 3 A). The 
path sum (which is now an outer path sum) is then pushed onto a stack for storage 
while execution continues in inner region R v The path sum is then initialized to zero 
because the edge value assigned to edge Re->C in CFG 400 is zero. If execution 

30 follows path CEF, an edge value of two is summed on edge C->E and zero is 
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slimmed on edge E->F. After execution of block F, but before leaving inner region 
R 1? zero is again summed into the path sum because that is the edge value on edge F- 
>Re. The resulting path sum within inner region R x is two, signifying that path CEF 
has been traversed. The statement "cnt[sum]++" increments the profile indicator in 
5 the appropriate profile indicator array, and then the outer path sum that was 
previously saved is popped from the stack. At this point, the hierarchical path 
profiling of the inner region Rj is complete, and any further edge values that are 
summed correspond to the path in region R 2 . 

The remaining instrumentation in CFG 500 works in substantially the same 

10 manner. In general, when a region is entered, the outer path sum is saved, and the 
inner path sum is initialized. Edge values on the inner path are summed as the edges 
are traversed, and when the region exits, a profile indicator is updated and the outer 
path sum is restored. 

In the example embodiment of Figure 5, only two levels of hierarchy are 

15 present. Region R 2 is an outer region and region R { is an inner region. In practice, 
many levels of hierarchy can exist, and many outer path sums can be on the save 
stack at one time. For example, if the hierarchy has ten levels, then nine outer path 
sums can be saved on the stack when the inner most region is traversed. As the 
regions exit, hierarchical profile indicators are updated and outer path sums are 

20 popped from the stack. 

The stack used to save and restore outer path values can be any type of stack, 
including a hardware stack or a software stack. In some embodiments, data storage 
mechanisms other than a stack are used. For example, registers can be used, one for 
each region. When a region is entered, the register holding the outer path value is 

25 not disturbed, and the register representing the inner region is used. Even though any 
type of data storage can be used, this description refers to a stack because of its 
conceptual simplicity. 

One embodiment of a software routine that instruments code using a region- 
based embodiment is disclosed below as RB_PProf_Main. The results of executing 
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RB_PProf_Main on the software represented by CFGs 300 and 400 result in 
instrumented software represented by CFG 500. 

RB_PProf(v, R) { 

5 set v as visited 

if v is a region entry e, insert "sum=val(Re(R)->e)" in v 
for each backedge v->w 

insert "sum+=val(v->Rx(R)); cnt[sum]-H-; sum= val(Re(R)->w)" on edge v->w 
for each non-backedge v->w 
10 if ( w is an entry to an inner region r ) 

Rw = r 

insert "sum+=val(v->Er(r)); push(sum)" on edge v->w 
else if ( v is an exit of region R and w is outside R ) 

let v be an exit block out of k outer-regions Rl, R2, Rk (Rl is R) to w in R k+1 
1 5 insert "cnt[sum+val(v->Rx(Rl )]++" on edge v->w 

for i = 2 to k do 

insert "sum=pop(); cnt[sum+val(Er(R i _ 1 )->Rx(Ri))]++" on edge v->w 
insert "sum=popQ" on edge v->w 
insert u sum+=val(Er(Rk)->w)" on edge v->w 
20 Rw = R, +l 

else 

insert "sum+=val(v->w)" on edge v->w 
Rw-R 
if (w is not visited) 
25 RB JPProf (w, Rw) 

} 

RB_Pprof_Main() { for each entry node e of out-most region R, do RB_PProf (e, R) } 

30 The RB_JPProf function traverses edges starting at an entry node, recursively 
calls itself for each node encountered, and inserts instructions that instrument the 
software for profiling purposes. The RB_PProf_Main routine calls RB_PProf 
function once for every entry node in the outer-most region R, such that the entire 
control flow graph is traversed and the entire software program is instrumented. 
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The "val" array referenced in RB_PProf is an array that holds edge values for 
each edge in the CFG. The val array is filled with edge values generated by the BL 
method and shown in CFGs 300 and 400. 

It is possible that an exit node is a source node for an edge that has a target node 
5 more than one level up in the hierarchy. In this case, multiple profile indicators are 
updated when the region exits. This is shown in RB_PProf in the "for" loop having 
"k" as a loop variable, "k" represents the number of hierarchical levels that are 
crossed when the region exits. For example, when k equals one, the stack is popped 
once and the profile indicator array is updated once. When k equals two, the stack is 
10 popped twice and two profile indicator array updates are performed. 

The "cnt" array in RB_PProf represents the array of profile indicators for the 
region being instrumented. When the profiled software is executed, and the cnt array 
is accessed, it has a scope local to the region being profiled such that a different array 
of profile indicators is accessed by each region. This is more fully explained below 
15 with reference to Figures 6 A and 6B. 

In some embodiments the insertion of instructions on an edge v->w is performed 
by inserting the instructions in a new block x, and modifying the control flow graph 
by removing the edge v->w and adding the edges v->x and x->w. 

20 Hierarchical Profiles in Region-Based Embodiments 

Figures 6 A and 6B show profile indicator arrays in accordance with a region- 
based embodiment. Figure 6A shows profile indicator array 600 which includes 
profile indicators 602, 604, 606, and 608. Each of the profile indicators in profile 
indicator array 600 is uniquely addressed by one of path sums 610. For example, 

25 profile indicator 602 corresponds to the frequency of execution of path CD in region 
Rj, and is addressed by a path sum value of zero. Profile indicators 604, 606, and 
603 correspond to the frequency of execution of paths CDF, CEF, and EF 
respectively, and each is uniquely addressed by the appropriate path sum value. 
Figure 6B shows profile indicator array 620 which includes profile indicators 

30 622, 624, 626, and 628. Each of the profile indicators in profile indicator array 620 



Attorney Docket 884.217usl 



14 



Client Ref. No. P5428 



is uniquely addressed by one of path sums 615. For example, profile indicator 622 
corresponds to the frequency of execution of hierarchical path AR^H in region R 2 , 
and is addressed by a path sum value of zero. Profile indicators 624, 626, and 628 
correspond to the frequency of execution of paths AR^G, BR^H, and BR X G 
5 respectively, and each is uniquely addressed by the appropriate path sum value. 
As previously discussed with reference to Figures 3B and 4B, path sums are 
unique within a region but may not be unique when considered in light of path sums 
for other regions. Such is the case in this example, where both regions Rj and R 2 
have path sums from zero to three. Ambiguities are avoided by providing a different 

10 profile indicator array for each region. For example, profile indicator array 600 

corresponds to region R x and profile indicator array 620 corresponds to region R 2 . In 
this example, two profile indicator arrays exist because two regions exist. In actual 
practice, many more than two regions can exist, and many more than two profile 
indicator arrays can also exist. 

15 In some embodiments, a hash table is employed to implement profile indicator 
array 620. A hash table can provide efficient use of resources when the profile 
indicator array is very sparse. 

Global-Based Embodiments 

20 Figures 7A and 7B show a hierarchical control flow graph and the corresponding 
hierarchical paths. Figure 7A shows a control flow graph CFG 700 that includes 
regions 710, 720, and 730 arranged hierarchically. Region 710 is an inner-most 
region, region 720 is an outer region to region 710, and region 730 is an outer region 
to region 720. In Figures 7A, 8 A, and 9, modified versions of CFG 700 are 

25 presented as different CFGs. The numbered designations change from figure to 
figure because the CFG has undergone change, but the "R" designations do not 
change so that the underlying software regions can be tracked from figure to figure as 
the CFG changes. Note that the regions in the global-based embodiments discussed 
with reference to Figures 6A - 10 do not necessarily correspond to the regions in the 

30 region-based embodiments discussed above. 
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The hierarchical paths within CFG 700 are shown in Figure 7B as a list of nodes. 
A path is traversed when the corresponding nodes are visited as the software code 
within the region is executed. Within region 710 (also denoted region RJ, the 
possible paths are CD, CDF, and CEF shown as paths 750 in Figure 7B. Region 710 
5 has a single entry node C, and has two exit nodes, D and F. Paths 750 represent all 
possible paths from each entry node to each exit node within region 710. 

Figure 7B also shows hierarchical paths 760 for region 720, and hierarchical 
paths 770 for region 730. Hierarchical paths treat inner regions as single nodes. For 
example, in paths within region 720, region 710 is listed as a single node represented 

10 as R v The possible paths within region 720 are listed as BR l5 and BRjG. Region 
720 has a single entry node B, and has two exit nodes, D and G. Paths 760 represent 
all possible paths from each entry node to each exit node within region 720. In paths 
within region 730, region 720 is listed as a single node represented as R 2 . The only 
possible path in region 730 is AR 2 HL 

1 5 In some embodiments, CFG 700 is a sub-graph of a larger graph (not shown) that 
represents a larger portion of the software program, and as a result, region 730 can be 
a region at an intermediate level in the hierarchy of a software program. CFG 700 
includes three hierarchical levels of inner regions. Region 720 is one level lower 
than region 730, and region 710 is one level lower than region 720. When CFG 700 

20 is a sub-graph of a larger CFG, region 730 represents an inner region to the next level 
outer region (not shown). The method of the present invention can be applied at any 
level in the hierarchy. In this description, the method is described with respect to the 
three levels of hierarchy represented by regions 710, 720, and 730. 

In this example, the software represented by CFG 700 is a complete function. 

25 For ease of reference, node A is referred to as a function entry node, and node I is 
referred to as a function exit node. In practice, when CFG 700 represents less than a 
complete function, node A is the outer-most region entry node, and node I is the 
outer-most region exit node. For the purposes of this description, an outer-most 
entry node can serve as a function entry node, and an outer-most exit node can serve 

30 as a function exit node. 
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An overview of the global-based embodiments is now presented. Further 
detailed descriptions are provided below. Unlike the region-based embodiments, 
separate augmented CFGs for each region are not created in the global-based 
embodiments. Instead, the CFG representing the software is augmented as a single 
5 CFG. When augmenting a region in the CFG, each inner region is represented by a 
representative path within the inner region. The representative path is identified by a 
"representative entry node," and a "representative exit node." The CFG is 
augmented with extra edges if necessary, and edge values are assigned using the BL 
method. The software is instrumented by inserting profiling instructions, and when 
10 the software is executed, hierarchical profile information is gathered. 

Augmenting Control Flow Graphs and Assigning Edge Va lues in 
Global-Based Embodiments 
Figures 8 A and 8B show an augmented control flow graph and the corresponding 
15 profiled paths in accordance with a global-based embodiment. Figure 8 A shows 
augmented CFG 800 that corresponds to CFG 700 (Figure 7A). Regions 710, 720, 
and 730 have been modified, and appear in Figure 8A as regions 810, 820, and 830 
respectively. Modifications include the removal of backedges, and the addition of 
edges to and from region entry and exit nodes. Edges that have been added in Figure 
20 8 A are shown in double lines. 

In general, global-based augmentation of CFGs follows the outline presented as 
numbered actions below. The numbering is provided for clarity in organization and 
does not imply an order of operations. Indeed, the order can be different than that 
presented without departing from the scope of the present invention. Each action is 
25 presented in more detail after the outline. The current region is denoted as "R," and 
inner regions are denoted as "r." The CFG for the current region is denoted as 
CFG(R), and the CFG for inner regions is denoted as CFG(r). 

Outline of global-based augmentation: 
30 1 . Select representative paths within regions. 
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2. 



Remove all backedges. 



4. 



3. 



Add an edge from the function exit node to the function entry node. 
For each region R add the following edges (if not already existing): 



5 



4a. Add an edge from the function entry node to each entry node of R. 

4b. Add an edge from each exit node of R to the function exit node. 

4c. Add an edge from each prolog node of R to the representative entry node 



ofR. 



4d. Add an edge from the representative exit node of R to each epilog node of 



R. 



10 



Further description of global-based augmentation: 

1. Select representative paths within regions. One path in each region is selected 
as a representative path Pr(R) for the region. The representative path Pr(R) is 
identified by the representative entry node Er(R) and the representative exit node 

15 Xr(r). Figure 8B shows regions 850, hierarchical paths 860, and the corresponding 
Figure 8A paths 870. Within Figure 8B, regions and their representative paths are 
underlined. For example, the representative path chosen for Rj is CD, and the Figure 
8A path for hierarchical path BR X is shown as ABCBI. Also for example, the 
representative path for R 2 is BCD, and the Figure 8A path for hierarchical path 

20 AR 2 HI is shown as ABCDHL 

2. Remove all backedges. Backedge G->B is removed. Backedge source nodes 
are treated as region exit nodes, and backedge target nodes are treated as region entry 
nodes. In this example, G is already a region exit node, and B is already a region 
entry node, so they are not treated differently. 

25 3. Add an edge from the function exit node to the function entry node. Edge 
I->A is shown added to CFG 800. 

4a. Add an edge from the function entry node to each entry node of R. Edge 
A->C is added from the function entry node to the entry node of Edge A->B was 
already existing as an edge from the function entry node to the entry node of R 2 , and 

30 so was not added. 
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4b. Add an edge from each exit node of R to the function exit node. Edges F->I 
and D->I are added as edges from exit nodes of R x to the function exit node. Edge 
G->I is added as an edge from the exit node of R 2 to the function exit node. 

4c. Add an edge from each prolog node of R to the representative entry node of 
5 R In CFG 800, both R t and R 2 have a single entry node and a single prolog node. 
In each case, the single entry node serves as the representative entry node, and an 
edge already exists from the single prolog node to the representative entry node. In 
the example of Figure 8 A, no new edges are added from prologs to representative 
entries. 

10 4d. Add an edge from the representative exit node of R to each epilog node of R. 

The representative exit node of R x is D. Edge D->G is added because D is the 

representative exit node of R t and G is an epilog node of R v 

In some embodiments, the size of the profile indicator array is reduced by 

removing the edges from prolog nodes to non-representative entry nodes and from 
15 non-representative entry nodes to epilog nodes before assigning edge values. This is 

explained more fully below with reference to Figure 10. 

After undergoing the augmentation process, the control flow graph is in a form 

that can be subjected to the BL method. As shown in Figure 8B, each hierarchical 

path 860 in CFG 800 corresponds to a plain path 870 in CFG 800. The BL method 
20 assigns edge values such that each plain path in the CFG receives a unique path sum. 

For the case of augmented CFG 800, each hierarchical path corresponds to a plain 

path, and so the hierarchical paths are assigned unique path sums. 

After the BL method is applied, each edge p->e (where e is an entry node of an 

inner region and p is a prolog node) is reassigned the value assigned to edge p- 
25 >Er(r). Similarly, each edge x->o (where x is an exit node of an inner region and x is 

an epilog node) is reassigned the value assigned to edge Xr(r)->o. The reassignment 

of edge values forces those plain paths that correspond to the same hierarchical path 

to have the same path sum value. 

The complete set of plain paths in CFG 800 is larger than the set of hierarchical 
30 paths. Because the BL method assigns unique path sums to all plain paths in the 
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CFG, the hierarchical paths utilize a subset of the unique path sums. Path sums 880 
for the hierarchical paths in CFG 800 are shown in Figure 8B. Because the 
hierarchical paths can be a subset of the set of plain paths, the profile indicator array 
can be sparsely populated, which is shown in Figure 10 below. Sparseness can be 
5 reduced by removing the edges from prolog nodes to non-representative entry nodes 
and from non-representative entry nodes to epilog nodes before assigning edge 
values. 

Figure 8A shows the edge values assigned to edges after the BL method is 
applied, and after the reassignment of some edge values as discussed above. The 

10 edge values are shown next to the edges in CFG 800. For example, edge A->B has 
an edge value of ten and edge F->I has an edge value of two. Path sums are 
generated by summing the edge values along the paths as they are traversed. For 
example, path ABCDGI has a path sum of thirteen because edges A->B, D->G, and 
G->I are traversed on the path. The code that generates the path sums during 

15 execution and the arrangement of the profile indicators are discussed below. 

Software Instrumentation i n Global-based Embodiments 
Figure 9 shows software instrumentation in accordance with a global-based 
embodiment. The instrumentation includes instructions inserted into the program 
20 code. As a result of the instrumentation, profile indicators are modified when the 
program is executed. One profile indicator is maintained for each hierarchical path 
present in the program. 

The original program is instrumented such that when a path P in a region 
completes execution, a variable holds the sum value of path P. Augmented CFG 800 
25 provides information for instrumenting edges and blocks in the original CFG (CFG 
700) to obtain the sum values and modify profile indicators. The original CFG is 
shown in Figure 9 with appropriate instrumentation added. 

The instrumented program saves the current outer path sum when entering a 
region, and restores the outer path sum when exiting the region. In between, the path 
30 sum is used to collect path information for the hierarchical path in the inner region. 
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For example, in Figure 9, the path sum is maintained in a variable named "sum." To 
illustrate the profiling operation, the operations performed when the path 
ABCEFGHI is traversed is now explained. 

The path sum is initialized to zero in node A because this is the start of the 
5 profiled software. The current path sum value, hereinafter referred to as the R 3 path 
sum, corresponds to the hierarchical path in R 3 . As path sum values are pushed on 
the stack, the current path sum corresponds to inner regions R 2 and R v These path 
sums are referred to as the R 2 path sum and R 1 path sum, respectively. 

On the edge A->B, the R 3 path sum has a value of ten summed therewith because 

10 this is the edge weight of A->B. The R 3 path sum is pushed on the stack, and the R 2 
path sum is initialized to ten on the execution of edge A->B because that is the edge 
value assigned to the edge from the function entry node to the representative entry 
node of R 2 . On the edge B->C, zero is summed with the R 2 path sum because that is 
the edge value of B->C, and then the R 2 path sum is pushed on the stack. Upon 

15 entering R 1? the R T path sum is initialized to zero because that is the edge value 
assigned to the edge from the function entry node (A) to the representative entry 
node (C). The Rj path sum has seven summed therewith on the edge C->E, and then 
zero summed therewith on the edge E->F. 

On the edge F->G, execution is leaving R 1? so the hierarchical profiling of R Y is 

20 completed and the appropriate profile indicator is updated. First, a value of two is 
summed with the R t path sum because that is the value assigned to the edge from the 
region exit node to the function exit node. This gives the R t path sum a value of 
nine, which corresponds to path CEF in R 1? as shown in Figure 8B. The "cnt" array 
is indexed with the Rj path sum, and the appropriate profile indicator is incremented. 

25 The R 2 path sum, which currently has a value of ten, is then popped from the 
stack, and a value of two is summed therewith because that is the edge value 
assigned to edge F->G. At this point, as execution leaves R 2 , the appropriate profile 
indicator is updated. First, a value of one is summed with the R 2 path sum because 
that is the value of the edge from the region exit node (G) to the function exit node 

30 (I). At this point, the R 2 path sum has a value of 13, which corresponds to the 
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hierarchical path BRjG in Figure 8B. The "cnt" array is indexed, and the appropriate 
profile indicator is updated. 

The R 3 path sum, which currently has a value often, is then popped from the 
stack. A value of one is summed therewith, because that is the value assigned to 
5 edge G->H. Upon reaching the function exit node, the R 3 path sum is eleven, and the 
appropriate profile indicator is updated. A path sum of eleven corresponds to 
hierarchical path AR 2 HI, as shown in Figure 8B. 

The remaining instrumentation in CFG 900 works in substantially the same 
manner. In general, when a region is entered, the outer path sum is saved, and the 
10 inner path sum is initialized. Edge values on the inner path are summed as the edges 
are traversed, and when the region exits, a profile indicator is updated and the outer 
path sum is restored. 

In the example embodiment of Figure 9, only three levels of hierarchy are 
present. In practice, many levels of hierarchy can exist, and many outer path sums 
15 can be on the save stack at one time. For example, if the hierarchy has ten levels, 
then nine outer path sums can be on the save stack when the inner most region is 
traversed. As the regions exit, hierarchical profile indicators are updated and outer 
path sums are popped from the stack. 

One embodiment of a software routine that instruments code using a global-based 
20 embodiment is disclosed below as GPProf_Main(). The results of executing 
GPProf_Main() on the software represented by CFG 800 results in instrumented 
software represented by CFG 900. 
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GPProf (v,R) { 
set v as visited 

if v is a function entry, insert "8001=0" to v 
for each backedge v->w 
5 /* fe is the function entry node and fx is the function exit node */ 

insert "sum+=val(v->fx); cnt[sum]++; sum= val(fe->w);" on edge v->w 
for each non-backedge v->w 

if ( w is an entry to inner region r ) 

/* val(Pr(r)) is the sum of val on the representative path from Er(r) to Xr(r) in the augmented 
10 graph*/ 

insert "sum+=val(v->Er(r)); push(sum+val(Pr(r))); sum==val(fe->w)" on edge v->w 
Rw = r 

else if ( v is an exit of region R and w is outside R ) 

let v be an exit block of k level regions Rl , R2, . . Rk (R is Rl) to w in R k+1 
1 5 insert "cnt[sum+val(v->fe)]++" on edge v->w 

for i= 1 to k-1 do 

insert "sum=pop(); cnt[sum+val(v->fx)]++" on edge v->w 
insert "sum=pop()" on edge v->w 
insert "sum+=val(Xr(R)->w)" on edge v->w 
20 Rw = R k+1 

else 

insert "sum+=val(v->w)" on edge v->w 
Rw = R 
if (w is not visited) 
25 GPProf(w, Rw) 

} 

GPProf _Main() { for function entry fe in the out-most region R, do GPProf (fe, R); } 

GPProf is called by the main routine GPProf_Main with the function entry 
30 node and region as arguments. In this example, the function entry corresponds to 
node A. When GPProf is called with A as an argument, the instrumentation shown 
in Figure 9 results. As shown in GPProf, the "val" array holds the edge weights. 



Attorney Docket 884.217usl 



23 



Client Ref. No. P5428 



Hierarchical Profiles in Global-Based Embodiments 
Figure 10 shows a profile indicator array in accordance with a global-based 
embodiment. The "cnt" array 1000 includes profile indicators for the hierarchical 
paths in CFG 900. Each profile indicator is addressed with a unique path sum 1010. 
5 A single profile indicator array 1000 exists for the profiled software. The array of 
profile indicators is sparsely populated in part because unique path sums were given 
to each plain path in CFG 800, and only the plain paths that represent hierarchical 
paths are used. 

In some embodiments, the size of the profile indicator array is reduced by 
10 removing the edges from prolog nodes to non-representative entry nodes and from 
non-representative entry nodes to epilog nodes before assigning edge values. These 
edges represent non-profiled paths, and removing them reduces the number of unique 
path sum assignments while still assigning path sums to all hierachical paths. In 
some embodiments, sum values belonging to the same region are clustered together. 
1 5 This enables more flexible profiling instrumentation. 

In some embodiments, the size of the profile indicator array is reduced by 
using a heuristic for selecting representative paths for a region. One objective of the 
heuristic can be to reduce added edges or to reduce profiling overhead. 

In some embodiments, a hash table is employed to implement profile 
20 indicator array 1000. A hash table can provide efficient use of resources when the 
profile indicator array is very sparse. 

Figure 11 shows a processing system according to one embodiment of the 
invention. Processing system 1100 includes processor 1120 and memory 1130. In 
some embodiments, processor 1120 is a processor capable of executing instrumented 
25 software for hierarchical profiling. Processor 1 120 can also be a processor capable 
of augmenting control flow graphs. Processing system 1 100 can be a personal 
computer (PC), mainframe, handheld device, portable computer, set-top box, or any 
other system that includes software. 

In some embodiments, processor 1 120 includes cache memory, a memory 
30 controller, or a combination of the two. In these embodiments, processor 1 120 may 
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access a profile indicator array without accessing memory 1130, In other 
embodiments, profile indicators are maintained within memory 1 130, and processor 
1 120 accesses memory 1130 when updating profile indicators regardless of whether 
processor 1 120 includes cache memory or memory controllers. 
5 Memory 1 130 can be a hard disk, a floppy disk, random access memory 

(RAM), read only memory (ROM), flash memory, or any other type of machine 
medium readable by processor 1 120. Memory 1 130 can store instructions for 
performing the execution of the various method embodiments of the present 
invention. 

10 Conclusion 

A hierarchical software profiling mechanism that gathers hierarchical path 
profile information has been described. Software to be profiled is instrumented with 
instructions that save an outer path sum when an inner region is entered, and restore 
the outer path sum when the inner region is exited. When the inner region is being 

15 executed, an inner path sum is generated and a profile indicator representing the 
inner path traversed is updated prior to the outer path sum being restored. 

The software to be profiled is instrumented using information from 
augmented control flow graphs that represent the software. In region-based 
embodiments, each region is represented by a separate control flow graph, and a 

20 separate array of profile indicators is generated for each region. Within each control 
flow graph, inner regions are replaced by a representative node. In global-based 
embodiments, one control flow graph is maintained, and one array of profile 
indicators is generated. The array of profile indicators may be sparsely populated. 

It is to be understood that the above description is intended to be illustrative, 

25 and not restrictive. Many other embodiments will be apparent to those of skill in the 
art upon reading and understanding the above description. The scope of the 
invention should, therefore, be determined with reference to the appended claims, 
along with the full scope of equivalents to which such claims are entitled. 
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What is claimed is: 

11. A computer-implemented method of measuring a frequency of execution of a 

2 hierarchical software path, the method comprising: 

3 when entering an inner region, saving an outer path sum; 

4 initializing an inner path sum; 

5 summing edge values encountered in the inner region with the inner path 

6 sum; and 

7 when exiting the inner region, modifying a profile indicator that represents 

8 the frequency of execution of a path within the inner region, and restoring the outer 

9 path sum. 

1 2. The computer-implemented method of claim 1 wherein initializing an inner 

2 path sum comprises initializing the inner path sum to a value corresponding to an 

3 edge from a region source node to an entry node of the inner region. 

1 3. The computer-implemented method of claim 2 wherein modifying a profile 

2 indicator comprises indexing into an array of profile indicators using the inner path 

3 sum. 

1 4. The computer-implemented method of claim 3 wherein the array of profile 

2 indicators is dedicated to paths in the inner region. 

1 5. The computer-implemented method of claim 1 wherein initializing an inner 

2 path sum comprises initializing the inner path sum to a value corresponding to an 

3 edge from a function entry to an entry node of the inner region. 

1 6. The computer-implemented method of claim 5 wherein modifying a profile 

2 indicator comprises indexing into an array of profile indicators using the inner path 

3 sum. 
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1 7. The computer-implemented method of claim 6 wherein the array of profile 

2 indicators includes profile indicators corresponding to paths in the inner region and 

3 profile indicators corresponding to paths outside the inner region. 

1 8. The computer-implemented method of claim 1 wherein the profile indicator 

2 includes a profile counter, and modifying the profile indicator comprises generating a 

3 counter address as a function of the inner path sum. 

1 9. The computer-implemented method of claim 1 wherein the inner region 

2 includes a plurality of paths, each having an inner path sum corresponding thereto, 

3 the inner path sums corresponding to the plurality of paths in the inner region being 

4 unique relative to each other. 

1 10. The computer-implemented method of claim 9 wherein the inner region is 

2 one of a plurality of inner regions, and the inner path sums of the inner region are 

3 unique relative to inner path sums corresponding to other inner regions. 

1 11. The computer-implemented method of claim 1 wherein saving an outer path 

2 sum comprises pushing the outer path sum onto a stack. 

1 12. The computer-implemented method of claim 1 1 wherein restoring the outer 

2 path sum comprises popping the outer path sum from the stack. 

1 13. A computer-implemented method of augmenting a control flow graph in 

2 support of hierarchical path profiling, the control flow graph having an outer region 

3 and an inner region, the method comprising: 

4 identifying a representative entry node for the inner region; 

5 replacing the inner region with the representative entry node; 
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6 for each prolog node of the inner region, adding an edge from the prolog node 

7 to the representative entry node; and 

8 for each epilog node of the inner region, adding an edge from the 

9 representative entry node to the epilog node. 

1 14. The computer-implemented method of claim 1 3 further comprising: 

2 assigning edge values to all edges in the control flow graph such that the sum 

3 of the edge values along each unique path is unique within the control flow graph. 

1 15. The computer-implemented method of claim 13 further comprising: 

2 creating a region source node for the outer region; 

3 for each entry node of the outer region, adding an edge from the region 

4 source node to the entry node; 

5 creating a region sink node for the outer region; and 

6 for each exit node of the outer region, adding an edge from the exit node to 

7 the region sink node. 

1 16. The computer-implemented method of claim 1 5 wherein the control flow 

2 graph includes a plurality of inner regions, and the actions of the method are applied 

3 for each of the plurality of inner regions, such that a different augmented control 

4 flow graph is created for each of the plurality of inner regions. 

1 17. The computer-implemented method of claim 1 5 wherein the control flow 

2 graph includes a hierarchy of inner regions, and the actions of the method are applied 

3 recursively to the hierarchy of inner regions, such that a different augmented control 

4 flow graph is created for each inner region in the hierarchy of inner regions. 

1 18. A computer-implemented method of augmenting a control flow graph in 

2 support of profiling a hierarchical path within a software function, the method 

3 comprising: 
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4 identifying a representative path within an inner region of the software 

5 function, the representative path being identified by a representative entry node and a 

6 representative exit node; 

7 for each prolog node of the inner region, adding an edge from the prolog node 

8 to the representative entry node; and 

9 for each epilog node of the inner region, adding an edge from the 
10 representative exit node to the epilog node. 

1 19. The computer-implemented method of claim 1 8 further comprising: 

2 removing any edges from prolog nodes of the inner region to entry nodes of 

3 the inner region other than the representative entry node; and 

4 removing any edges from exit nodes of the inner region other than the 

5 representative exit node to epilog nodes of the inner region. 

1 20. The computer-implemented method of claim 1 8 wherein the software 

2 function has a function entry and a function exit, and the inner region has at least one 

3 entry node and at least one exit node, the method further comprising: 

4 adding an edge from the function entry to each of the at least one entry node 

5 of the inner region; and 

6 adding an edge from each of the at least one exit node of the inner region to 

7 the function exit. 

1 21. The computer-implemented method of claim 20 wherein the control flow 

2 graph includes a plurality of inner regions, and the actions of the method are applied 

3 for each of the plurality of inner regions. 

1 22. The computer-implemented method of claim 20 wherein the control flow 

2 graph includes a hierarchy of inner regions, and the actions of the method are applied 

3 recursively to the hierarchy of inner regions. 
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1 23 . The computer-implemented method of claim 20 further comprising: 

2 assigning edge values to all edges in the control flow graph such that the sum 

3 of the edge values along each unique path is unique within the control flow graph. 

1 24. A machine readable medium including instructions for a method of 

2 augmenting a control flow graph in support of profiling a hierarchical path within a 

3 software function, the method comprising: 

4 identifying a representative path within an inner region, the representative 

5 path being identified by a representative entry node and a representative exit node; 

6 for each prolog node of the inner region, adding an edge from the prolog node 

7 to the representative entry node; and 

8 for each epilog node of the inner region, adding an edge from the 

9 representative exit node to the epilog node. 

1 25. The machine readable medium of claim 24 wherein the software function has 

2 a function entry and a function exit, and the inner region has at least one entry node 

3 and at least one exit node, the method further comprising: 

4 adding an edge from the function entry to each of the at least one entry node 

5 of the inner region; and 

6 adding an edge from each of the at least one exit node of the inner region to 

7 the function exit. 

1 26. A computer-implemented method for instrumenting software in support of 

2 hierarchical path profiling comprising: 

3 at an entry to an inner region, inserting an instruction to save an outer path 

4 sum; 

5 within the inner region, inserting instructions to sum edge values into an 

6 inner path sum; and 

7 at an exit from the inner region, inserting an instruction to increment a 

8 counter addressed as a function of the inner path sum. 
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1 27. The computer-implemented method of claim 26 further comprising: 

2 at the exit from the inner region, inserting an instruction to restore the outer 

3 path sum. 

1 28. The computer-implemented method of claim 27 wherein the inner region is 

2 one of a plurality of inner regions in a hierarchical arrangement, and the actions of 

3 the method are applied to each of the plurality of inner regions. 

1 29. A machine readable medium including instructions for a method of 

2 instrumenting software in support of hierarchical path profiling, the method 

3 comprising: 

4 at an entry to an inner region, adding an instruction to save an outer path sum; 

5 within the inner region, adding instructions to sum edge values into an inner 

6 path sum; and 

7 at an exit from the inner region, adding an instruction to increment a counter 

8 addressed as a function of the inner path sum. 

1 30. The machine readable medium of claim 29, the method further comprising: 

2 at the exit from the inner region, inserting an instruction to restore the outer 

3 path sum. 
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Abstract of the Disclosure 



A hierarchical software profiling mechanism that gathers hierarchical path 
profile information has been described. Software to be profiled is instrumented with 
instructions that save an outer path sum when an inner region is entered, and restore 
5 the outer path sum when the inner region is exited. When the inner region is being 
executed, an inner path sum is generated and a profile indicator representing the 
inner path traversed is updated prior to the outer path sum being restored. The 
software to be profiled is instrumented using information from augmented control 
flow graphs that represent the software. 




I herefcy certify mat this paper or fee Is being deposited with the 
United States Postal Service •Express Mai Post Office to Addressee* 
service under 37 CFR 1.10 on the date indicated above and is 
addressed to the Assistant Commissioner lor Patents, 
Washington, D.C. 20231 ^ » 
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SCHWEGMAN, LUNDBERG, WOESSNER & KLUTH, P.A. 

United States Patent Application 

COMBINED DECLARATION AND POWER OF ATTORNEY 

As a below named inventor I hereby declare that: my residence, post office address and citizenship are as 
stated below next to my name; that 

I verily believe I am the original, first and joint inventor of the subject matter which is claimed and for which 
a patent is sought on the invention entitled: HIERARCHICAL SOFTWARF PATH PROFILING. 

The specification of which is attached hereto. 

I hereby state that I have reviewed and understand the contents of the above-identified specification, 
including the claims, as amended by any amendment referred to above. 

I acknowledge the duty to disclose information which is material to the patentability of this application in 
accordance with 37 C.F.R. § 1.56 (attached hereto). I also acknowledge my duty to disclose all information known 
to be material to patentability which became available between a filing date of a prior application and the national or 
. PCT international filing date in the event this is a Continuation-In-Part application in accordance with 37 C.F.R. 
§G>3(e). 

Wj I hereby claim foreign priority benefits under 35 U.S.C. § 1 19(a)-(d) or 365(b) of any foreign application(s) 
fo+patent or inventor's certificate, or 365(a) of any PCT international application which designated at least one 
cMntry other than the United States of America, listed below and have also identified below any foreign application 
fcjfipatent or inventor's certificate having a filing date before that of the application on the basis of which priority is 
clgmed: 

Nil such claim for priority is being made at this time. 

H I hereby claim the benefit under 35 U.S.C. § 1 1 9(e) of any United States provisional application(s) listed 
bfiow: 

N§ such claim for priority is being made at this time. 

I hereby claim the benefit under 35 U.S.C. § 120 or 365(c) of any United States and PCT international 
application(s) listed below and, insofar as the subject matter of each of the claims of this application is not disclosed 
in the prior United States or PCT international application in the manner provided by the first paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 
§ 1 12, 1 acknowledge the duty to disclose material information as defined in 37 C.F.R. § 1.56(a) which became 
available between the filing date of the prior application and the national or PCT international filing date of this 
application: 



No such claim for priority is being made at this time. 
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I hereby appoint the following attorney(s) and/or patent agent(s) to prosecute this application and to transact 
all business in the Patent and Trademark Office connected herewith: 



Adams, Gregory J. Reg. No. 44,494 

Anglin, J. Michael Reg. No. 24,916 

Bianchi, Timothy E Reg. No. 39,610 

Billion, Richard E. Reg. No. 32,836 

Black, David W. Reg. No. 42,331 

Brennan, Leoniede M. Reg. No. 35,832 

Brennan, Thomas F. Reg No. 35,075 

Brooks, Edward J., Ill Reg. No. 40,925 

Chu, Dinh CP. Reg. No. 41,676 

Clark, Barbara J. Reg. No. 38,107 

Dahl, John M. Reg. No. 44,639 

Drake, Eduardo E. Reg. No 40,594 

Eliseeva, Maria M. Reg. No. 43 ,328 

Embretson, Janet E. Reg. No. 39,665 

Fogg, David N. Reg No. 35,138 

Fordenbacher, Paul J Reg. No. 42,546 

Forrest, Bradley A. Reg. No. 30,837 

Harris, Robert J. Reg. No. 37,346 

Huebsch, Joseph C. Reg. No. 42,673 



Jurkovich, Patti J 
Kalis, Janal M. 
Kaufmann, John D. 
Klima-Silberg, Catherine I. 
Kluth, Daniel J. 
Lacy, Rodney L. 
Leffert, Thomas W. 
Lemaire, Charles A. 
Litman, Mark A. 
Lundberg, Steven W 
Mack, Lisa K. 
Maeyaert, Paul L. 
Maki, Peter C. 
Malen, Peter L 
Mates, Robert E. 
McCrackin, Ann M. 
Nama, Kash 
Nelson, Albin J. 



Reg No. 
Reg. No. 
Reg. No. 
Reg. No. 
Reg. No. 
Reg. No. 
Reg No. 
Reg. No. 
Reg. No. 
Reg No. 
Reg. No. 
Reg. No. 
Reg. No. 
Reg. No. 
Reg. No. 
Reg. No. 
Reg. No. 
Reg. No. 



44,813 
37,650 
24,017 
40,052 
32,146 
41,136 
40,697 
36,198 
26,390 
30,568 
42,825 
40,076 
42,832 
44,894 
35,271 
42,858 
44,255 
28,650 



Nielsen, Walter W. Reg. No. 25,539 

Oh, Allen J Reg. No. 42,047 

Padys, Danny J. Reg. No. 35,635 

Parker, J. Kevin Reg. No. 33,024 

Peacock, Gregg A. Reg. No 45,001 

Perdok, Momque M. Reg. No. 42,989 

Polglaze, Daniel J. Reg. No. 39,801 

Prout, William F. Reg. No. 33,995 

Schumm, Sherry W. Reg. No. 39,422 

Schwegman, Micheal L. Reg. No. 25,8 1 6 

Slifer, Russell D. Reg. No. 39,838 

Smith, Michael G. Reg. No 45,368 

Speier, Gary J. Reg. No. P-45,458 

Steffey, Charles E. Reg. No. 25,179 

Terry, Kathleen R. Reg. No. 3 1 ,884 

Tong, Viet V. Reg. No. P-45,416 

Viksnins, Ann S. Reg. No. 37,748 

Woessner, Warren D. Reg. No. 30,440 



. ? « I hereby authorize them to act and rely on instructions from and communicate directly with the person/assignee/attorney/ 
firSorganization/who/which first sends/sent this case to them and by whom/which I hereby declare that I have consented after full 
disq&sure to be represented unless/until I instruct Schwegman, Lundberg, Woessner & Kluth, PA. to the contrary. 

Plejse direct all correspondence in this case to Schwegman, Lundberg, Woessner & Kluth, P.A. at the address indicated below: 
\ . s P.O. Box 2938, Minneapolis, MN 55402 

% Telephone No. (612)373-6900 

'~ I hereby declare that all statements made herein of my own knowledge are true and that all statements made on information and 
beikf are believed to be true; and further that these statements were made with the knowledge that willful false statements and the like so 
ma!4 are punishable by fine or imprisonment, or both, under Section 1001 of Title 18 of the United States Code and that such willful false 
sta^tnents may jeopardize the validity of the application or any patent issued thereon. 



FulPName of joint inventor number 1 : Youfeng Wu 
Cifjienship : United States of America 

PafyOffice Address; 3658 Bryant Street 

Palo Alto, CA 94396 

J 



Residence: Palo Alto, CA 



Signature: 



Youfeng Wu 




Date: 



Full Name of joint inventor number 2 : All Adl-Tabatabai 
Citizenship: United States of America 

Post Office Address: 2125 Quinn Avenue 

Santa Clara, CA 95051 



Residence: Santa Clara, CA 



Signature: 



Date: 



Ali Adl-Tabatabai 



X Additional inventors are being named on separately numbered sheets, attached hereto. 
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I hereby declare that all statements made herein of my own knowledge are true and that all statements 
made on information and belief are believed to be true; and further that these statements were made with the 
knowledge that willful false statements and the like so made are punishable by fine or imprisonment, or both, under 
Section 1001 of Title 18 of the United States Code and that such willful false statements may jeopardize the validity 
of the application or any patent issued thereon. 

Full Name of joint inventor number 3 : David At Berson 

Citizenship: United States of America Residence: Marietta, GA 

Post Office Address: 2327 Arabian Drive 

Marietta, GA 30062 

Signature: — Date: 

David A. Berson 



Full Name of joint inventor number 4 : Jesse Fang 
Citizenship: United States of America 

Post Office Address: 1474 Sharon Manor Ct 

San Jose, CA 95129 



Sigft^rure: 



Jesse Fang 



Residence: San Jose, CA 



Date: 



FultName of joint inventor number 5 : RajiY Gupta 
Citizenship: United States of America 

PoWOffice Address: 9985 N. Laurelwood Drive 

Oi Tucson, AZ 85737 



Residence: Tucson, AZ 



Signature: 



Rajiv Gupta 



Date: 



FuiySFame of inventor: 

CipEenship: 

PoW Office Address: 



Residence: 



Signature: 



Date: 
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§ 1.56 Duty to disclose information material to patentability. 

(a) A patent by its very nature is affected with a public interest. The public interest is best served, and the most effective patent 
examination occurs when, at the time an application is being examined, the Office is aware of and evaluates the teachings of all information 
material to patentability. Each individual associated with the filing and prosecution of a patent application has a duty of candor and good 
faith in dealing with the Office, which includes a duty to disclose to the Office all information known to that individual to be material to 
patentability as defined in this section. The duty to disclose information exists with respect to each pending claim until the claim is canceled 
or withdrawn from consideration, or the application becomes abandoned. Information material to the patentability of a claim that is 
canceled or withdrawn from consideration need not be submitted if the information is not material to the patentability of any claim 
remaining under consideration in the application. There is no duty to submit information which is not material to the patentability of any 
existing claim. The duty to disclose all information known to be material to patentability is deemed to be satisfied if all information known 
to be materia) to patentability of any claim issued in a patent was cited by the Office or submitted to the Office in the manner prescribed by 
§§ 1 .97(b)-(d) and 1 .98. However, no patent will be granted on an application in connection with which fraud on the Office was practiced 
or attempted or the duty of disclosure was violated through bad faith or intentional misconduct. The Office encourages applicants to 
carefully examine: 

(1) prior art cited in search reports of a foreign patent office in a counterpart application, and 

(2) the closest information over which individuals associated with the filing or prosecution of a patent application believe any 
pending claim patentably defines, to make sure that any material information contained therein is disclosed to the Office. 

p) Under this section, information is material to patentability when it is not cumulative to information already of record or being 
ma3l of record in the application, and 

T (1) It establishes, by itself or in combination with other information, a prima facie case of unpatentability of a claim; or 

1=U (2) It refutes, or is inconsistent with, a position the applicant takes in: 

=0 (i) Opposing an argument of unpatentability relied on by the Office, or 

rj (ii) Asserting an argument of patentability. 

A |nma facie case of unpatentability is established when the information compels a conclusion that a claim is unpatentable under the 
prejpnderance of evidence, burden- of-proof standard, giving each term in the claim its broadest reasonable construction consistent with the 
specification, and before any consideration is given to evidence which may be submitted in an attempt to establish a contrary conclusion of 
patentability. 

(c) Individuals associated with the filing or prosecution of a patent application within the meaning of this section are: 

( 1 ) Each inventor named in the application: 

(2) Each attorney or agent who prepares or prosecutes the application; and 

(3) Every other person who is substantively involved in the preparation or prosecution of the application and who is 
associated with the inventor, with the assignee or with anyone to whom there is an obligation to assign the application. 



(d) Individuals other than the attorney, agent or inventor may comply with this section by disclosing information to the attorney, 
agent, or inventor. 
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United States Patent Application 

COMBINED DECLARATION AND POWER OF ATTORNEY 

As a below named inventor I hereby declare that: my residence, post office address and citizenship are as 
stated below next to my name; that 

I verily believe I am the original, first and joint inventor of the subject matter which is claimed and for which 
a patent is sought on the invention entitled: HIERARCHICAL SOFTWARE PATH PROFILING . 

The specification of which is attached hereto. 

I hereby state that I have reviewed and understand the contents of the above-identified specification, 
including the claims, as amended by any amendment referred to above. 

I acknowledge the duty to disclose information which is material to the patentability of this application in 
accordance with 37 C.F.R. § 1.56 (attached hereto). I also acknowledge my duty to disclose all information known 
to be material to patentability which became available between a filing date of a prior application and the national or 
PCT international filing date in the event this is a Continuation-In-Part application in accordance with 37 C.F.R. 
§lffl3(e). 

\H I hereby claim foreign priority benefits under 35 U.S.C. § 1 1 9(a)-(d) or 365(b) of any foreign application(s) 
forlpatent or inventor's certificate, or 365(a) of any PCT international application which designated at least one 
cofEijtry other than the United States of America, listed below and have also identified below any foreign application 
fof patent or inventor's certificate having a filing date before that of the application on the basis of which priority is 
clafeed: 

N0 such claim for priority is being made at this time. 

H I hereby claim the benefit under 35 U.S.C. § 1 19(e) of any United States provisional application(s) listed 
beltfw: 

N(3uch claim for priority is being made at this time. 

I hereby claim the benefit under 35 U.S.C. § 120 or 365(c) of any United States and PCT international 
application(s) listed below and, insofar as the subject matter of each of the claims of this application is not disclosed 
in the prior United States or PCT international application in the manner provided by the first paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 
§ 1 12, 1 acknowledge the duty to disclose material information as defined in 37 C.F.R. § 1.56(a) which became 
available between the filing date of the prior application and the national or PCT international filing date of this 
application: 



No such claim for priority is being made at this time. 
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I hereby appoint the following attorney(s) and/or patent agent(s) to prosecute this application and to transact 
all business in the Patent and Trademark Office connected herewith: 



Adams, Gregory J. 
Anglin, J. Michael 
Bianchi, Timothy E. 
Billion. Richard E 
Black, David W. 
Brennan, Leoniede M. 
Brennan, Thomas F. 
Brooks, Edward J„ III 
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Reg. No. 40,594 
Reg. No- 43,328 
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Reg. No, 30,837 
Reg. No. 37346 
Reg. No. 42,673 



Jurkovich, Patti J. Reg. No. 44,8 1 3 

Kalis, Janal M. Reg. No. 37,650 

Kaufmann, John D. Reg. No, 24,017 
Klima-Siiberg, Catherine I. Reg. No. 40,052 

Kluth, Daniel J, Reg. No. 32,146 

Lacy, Rodney L. Reg. No. 4 1 , 1 36 

Leffert, Thomas W. Reg, No. 40,697 

Lemaire, Charles A. Reg. No. 36,198 

Litman, Mark A. Reg. No. 26,390 

Lundberg, Steven W. Reg. No. 30,568 

Mack, Lisa K. Reg. No. 42,825 

Maeyaert, Paul L. Reg. No. 40,076 

Maki, Peter C. Reg- No. 42,832 

Malen, Peter L. Reg. No. 44,894 

Mates, Robert E. Reg. No. 35,271 

McCrackin, Ann M. Reg. No. 42,858 

Nama, Kash Reg- No. 44,255 

Nelson, Albin J. Reg. No. 28,650 



Nielsen, Walter W. Reg No. 25,539 

Oh, Allen J. Reg. No. 42,047 

Padys, Danny J. Reg. No. 35,635 

Parker, J. Kevin Reg. No. 33,024 

Peacock, Gregg A. Reg- No. 45,001 

Perdok, Monique M. Reg. No. 42 ,989 

Polglaze, Daniel J. Reg- No. 39,801 

Prout, William F Reg No. 33,995 
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Schwegman, Micheal L. Reg. No. 25,8 1 6 

Slifer, Russell D. Reg. No. 39,838 

Smith, Michael G. Reg. No. 45,368 
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StefFey, Charles E Reg- No. 25, 1 79 

Terry, Kathleen R. Reg No. 3 1 ,884 

Tong, Viet V. Reg, No. P-45,416 

Viksnins, Ann S. Reg. No. 37,748 

Woessner, Warren D. Reg. No. 30,440 



^ I hereby authorize them to act and rely on instructions from and communicate directly with the person/assignee/attorney/ 
firmSrrganization/who/which first sends/sent this case to them and by whom/which I hereby declare that I have consented after full 
dis4|sure to be represented unless/until I instruct Schwegman, Lundberg, Woessner & Kluth, PA. to the contrary. 

PleisJ direct all correspondence in this case to Schwegman, Lundberg, Woessner & Kluth, PA. at the address indicated below: 
~ P.O. Box 2938, Minneapolis, MN 55402 

J Telephone No. (612)373-6900 

=L I hereby declare that all statements made herein of my own knowledge are true and that all statements made on information and 
behQare believed to be true; and further that these statements were made with the knowledge that willful false statements and the ^ like : so 
ma^are punishable by fine or imprisonment, or both, under Section 1001 of Title 18 of the United States Code and that such willful false 
statkhents may jeopardize the validity of the application or any patent issued thereon. 



FulH^ame of joint inventor number 1 : Youfeng Wu 
CittSnship: United States of America 

Posfdffice Address: 3658 Bryant Street 

Palo Alto, CA 94306 



Residence: Palo Alto* CA 



Signature: 



Date: 



Youfeng Wu 



Full Name of joint inventor number 2 : Ali Adl-Tabatabai 
Citizenship: United States of America 

Post Office Address: 2125 Quinn Avenue 

?5051 



Residence: Santa Clara, CA 



Signature: 
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Date: 
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Ali Adl-Tabatabai 



X Additional inventors are being named on separately numbered sheets, attached hereto. 
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knowledge that willful false statements and the like so made are punishable by fme or imprisonment, or both, under 
Section 1001 of Title 18 of the United States Code and that such willful false statements may jeopardize the validity 
of the application or any patent issued thereon. 

Full Name of joint inventor number 3 : David A. Berson 

Citizenship: United States of America Residence: Marietta, GA 

Post Office Address: 2327 Arabian Drive 

Marietta, GA 30062 

Signature: Date: 

David A. Berson 



Full Name of joint inventor number 4 : Jesse Fang 
Citizenship: United States of America 

Post Office Address: 1474 Sharon Manor Ct 
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Residence: San Jose, CA 



Sigpfture: 



Jesse Fang 



Date: 



Futf Kame of joint inventor number 5 : Rajiv Gupta 
Citizenship : United States of America 
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•3 Tucson, AZ 85737 



Residence: Tucson, AZ 



Signature: 



Rajiv Gupta 



Date: 



FulfJsTame of inventor: 

Citiibnship: 

Posf Office Address: 



Residence: 



Signature: 



Date: 
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(a) A patent by its very nature is affected with a public interest. The public interest is best served, and the most effective patent 
examination occurs when, at the time an application is being examined, the Office is aware of and evaluates the teachings of all information 
material to patentability. Each individual associated with the filing and prosecution of a patent application has a duty of candor and good 
faith in dealing with the Office, which includes a duty to disclose to the Office all information known to that individual to be material to 
patentability as defined in this section. The duty to disclose information exists with respect to each pending claim until the claim is canceled 
or withdrawn from consideration, or the application becomes abandoned. Information material to the patentability of a claim that is 
canceled or withdrawn from consideration need not be submitted if the information is not material to the patentability of any claim 
remaining under consideration in the application. There is no duty to submit information which is not material to the patentability of any 
existing claim. The duty to disclose all information known to be material to patentability is deemed to be satisfied if all information known 
to be material to patentability of any claim issued in a patent was cited by the Office or submitted to the Office in the manner prescribed by 
§§ 1.97(b)-(d) and 1.98. However, no patent will be granted on an application in connection with which fraud on the Office was practiced 
or attempted or the duty of disclosure was violated through bad faith or intentional misconduct. The Office encourages applicants to 
carefully examine: 

(1) prior art cited in search reports of a foreign patent office in a counterpart application, and 

(2) the closest information over which individuals associated with the filing or prosecution of a patent application believe any 
pending claim patentably defines, to make sure that any material information contained therein is disclosed to the Office. 

Under this section, information is material to patentability when it is not cumulative to information already of record or being 
mMe of record in the application, and 

4= (1) It establishes, by itself or in combination with other information, a prima facie case of unpatentability of a claim; or 

hi (2) It refutes, or is inconsistent with, a position the applicant takes in: 

ifj (i) Opposing an argument of unpatentability relied on by the Office, or 

(ii) Asserting an argument of patentability. 

A;prima facie case of unpatentability is established when the information compels a conclusion that a claim is unpatentable under the 
preponderance of evidence, burden-of-proof standard, giving each term in the claim its broadest reasonable construction consistent with the 
specification, and before any consideration is given to evidence which may be submitted in an attempt to establish a contrary conclusion of 
pdSntability. 

(c) Individuals associated with the filing or prosecution of a patent application within the meaning of this section are: 

( 1 ) Each inventor named in the application: 

(2) Each attorney or agent who prepares or prosecutes the application; and 

(3) Every other person who is substantively involved in the preparation or prosecution of the application and who is 
associated with the inventor, with the assignee or with anyone to whom there is an obligation to assign the application. 



(d) Individuals other than the attorney, agent or inventor may comply with this section by disclosing information to the attorney, 
agent, or inventor. 



Attorney Docket No. 884.217US1 

SCHWEGMAN, LUNDBERG, WOESSNER & KLUTH, P.A. 

United States Patent Application 

COMBINED DECLARATION AND POWER OF ATTORNEY 

As a below named inventor I hereby declare that: my residence, post office address and citizenship are as 
stated below next to my name; that 

I verily believe I am the original, first and joint inventor of the subject matter which is claimed and for which 
a patent is sought on the invention entitled: HIERARCHICAL SOFTWARE PATH PROFILING 

The specification of which is attached hereto. 

I hereby state that I have reviewed and understand the contents of the above-identified specification, 
including the claims, as amended by any amendment referred to above. 

I acknowledge the duty to disclose information which is material to the patentability of this application in 
accordance with 37 C.F.R. § 1.56 (attached hereto). I also acknowledge my duty to disclose all information known 
to be material to patentability which became available between a filing date of a prior application and the national or 
PCT international filing date in the event this is a Continuation-In-Part application in accordance with 37 C.F.R. 
§l.Q(e). 

I hereby claim foreign priority benefits under 35 U.S.C. §1 19(a)-(d) or 365(b) of any foreign application(s) 
forgatent or inventor's certificate, or 365(a) of any PCT international application which designated at least one 
coiti^ry other than the United States of America, listed below and have also identified below any foreign application 
for latent or inventor's certificate having a filing date before that of the application on the basis of which priority is 
claiped: 

No^jich claim for priority is being made at this time. 

y I hereby claim the benefit under 35 U.S.C. § 1 19(e) of any United States provisional application(s) listed 
belfgv: 

Nofspch claim for priority is being made at this time. 

I hereby claim the benefit under 35 U.S.C. § 120 or 365(c) of any United States and PCT international 
application(s) listed below and, insofar as the subject matter of each of the claims of this application is not disclosed 
in the prior United States or PCT international application in the manner provided by the first paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 
§ 1 12, 1 acknowledge the duty to disclose material information as defined in 37 C.F.R. § 1.56(a) which became 
available between the filing date of the prior application and the national or PCT international filing date of this 
application: 



No such claim for priority is being made at this time. 
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I hereby appoint the following attoraey(s) and/or patent agent(s) to prosecute this application and to transact 
all business in the Patent and Trademark Office connected herewith: 



Adams, Gregory J. Reg. No. 44,494 

Anglin, J. Michael Reg. No. 24,916 

Bianchi, Timothy E. Reg. No. 39,6 1 0 

Billion, Richard E. Reg. No. 32,836 

Black, David W. Reg. No. 42,33 1 

Brennan, Leoniede M. Reg. No. 35,832 

Brennan, Thomas F. Reg. No. 35,075 

Brooks, Edward J., Ill Reg. No. 40,925 

Chu, Dinh CP. Reg. No. 4 1 ,676 

Clark, Barbara J. Reg. No. 3 8, 1 07 

Dahl, John M Reg. No. 44,639 

Drake, Eduardo E. Reg. No. 40,594 

Eliseeva, Maria M. Reg. No. 43,328 

Embretson, Janet E. Reg. No. 39,665 

Fogg, David N. Reg. No. 35, 1 3 8 

Fordenbacher, Paul J. Reg. No. 42,546 

Forrest, Bradley A. Reg. No. 30,837 

Harris, Robert J. Reg. No. 37,346 

Huebsch, Joseph C. Reg. No. 42,673 



Jurkovich, Patti J. Reg. No. 44,8 13 

Kalis, Janal M. Reg. No. 37,650 

Kaufmann, John D. Reg. No. 24,017 
Klima-Silberg, Catherine I. Reg. No. 40,052 

KJuth, Daniel J. Reg. No. 32,146 

Lacy, Rodney L. Reg. No. 41,136 

Leffert, Thomas W. Reg. No. 40,697 

Lemaire, Charles A. Reg. No. 36,198 

Litman, Mark A. Reg. No. 26,390 

Lundberg, Steven W. Reg. No. 30,568 

Mack, Lisa K. Reg. No. 42,825 

Maeyaert, Paul L. Reg. No. 40,076 

Maki, Peter C. Reg. No. 42,832 

Malen, Peter L. Reg. No. 44,894 

Mates, Robert E. Reg. No. 35,271 

McCrackin, Arm M. Reg. No. 42,858 

Nama,Kash Reg. No. 44,255 

Nelson, Albin J. Reg. No. 28,650 



Nielsen, Walter W. Reg. No. 25,539 

Oh, Allen J. Reg. No. 42,047 

Padys, Danny J. Reg. No. 35,635 

Parker, J. Kevin Reg. No. 33,024 

Peacock, Gregg A. Reg. No. 45,001 

Perdok, Monique M. Reg. No. 42,989 

Polglaze, Daniel J. Reg. No. 39,801 

Prout, William F. Reg. No. 33,995 

Schumm, Sherry W. Reg. No. 39,422 

Schwegman, Micheal L. Reg. No . 25 ,8 1 6 

Slifer, Russell D. Reg. No. 39,838 

Smith, Michael G. Reg. No. 45,368 

Speier, Gary J. Reg. No. P-45,458 

Steffey, Charles E. Reg. No. 25,179 

Terry, Kathleen R. Reg. No. 3 1 ,884 

Tong, Viet V. Reg. No. P-45,416 

Viksnins, Ann S. Reg. No. 37,748 

Woessner, Warren D. Reg. No. 30,440 



■5 I hereby authorize them to act and rely on instructions from and communicate directly with the person/assignee/attorney/ 
finybrganization/who/which first sends/sent this case to them and by whom/which I hereby declare that I have consented after full 
diseSsure to be represented unless/until I instruct Schwegman, Lundberg, Woessner & Kluth, PA. to the contrary. 

Pleft direct all correspondence in this case to Schwegman, Lundberg, Woessner & Kluth, PA. at the address indicated below: 
m P.O. Box 2938, Minneapolis, MN 55402 

m Telephone No. (612)373-6900 

* I hereby declare that all statements made herein of my own knowledge are true and that all statements made on information and 
be® are believed to be true; and further that these statements were made with the knowledge that willful false statements and the like so 
ma&f are punishable by fine or imprisonment, or both, under Section 1001 of Title 18 of the United States Code and that such willful false 
statements may jeopardize the validity of the application or any patent issued thereon. 



FufrName of joint inventor number 1 : Youfeng Wu 
Cit§bnship: United States of America 

Pokbffice Address: 365 8 Bryant Street 

Palo Alto, CA 94306 



Residence: Palo Alto, CA 



Signature: 



Date: 



Youfeng Wu 



Full Name of joint inventor number 2 : All Adl-Tabatabai 
Citizenship: United States of America 

Post Office Address: 2 1 25 Quinn Avenue 

Santa Clara, CA 95051 



Residence: Santa Clara, CA 



Signature: 



Date: 



Ali Adl-Tabatabai 



X Additional inventors are being named on separately numbered sheets, attached hereto. 
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I hereby declare that all statements made herein of my own knowledge are true and that all statements 
made on information and belief are believed to be true; and further that these statements were made with the 
knowledge that willful false statements and the like so made are punishable by fine or imprisonment, or both, under 
Section 1001 of Title 18 of the United States Code and that such willful false statements may jeopardize the validity 
of the application or any patent issued thereon. 

Full Name of joint inventor number 3 : David A. Berson 

Citizenship: United States of America Residence: Marietta, GA 

Post Office Address: 2327 Arabian Drive 

Marietta, GA 30062 

Signature: Date: . 

David A. Berson 



Full Name of joint inventor number 4 : Jesse Fang 
Citizenship: United States of America 

Post Office Address: 1474 Sharon Manor Ct 

San Jose, CA 95129 



Residence: San Jose, CA 



Sigtofture: 



Jesse Fang 



FulNsfame of joint inventor number 5 : Ttajiv Gupta 
Citizenship: United States of America 

Posfpffice Address: 9985 N. Laurelwood Drive 

Tucson, AZ 85737 



Signature: 



I Out'' 



Rajiv Gupi 



Date: 



Residence: Tucson, AZ 



Date: 



FultName of inventor: 

CitSbnship: 

Post Office Address: 



Residence: 



Signature: 



Date: 
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§1.56 Duty to disclose information material to patentability. 

(a) A patent by its very nature is affected with a public interest. The public interest is best served, and the most effective patent 
examination occurs when, at the time an application is being examined, the Office is aware of and evaluates the teachings of all information 
material to patentability. Each individual associated with the filing and prosecution of a patent application has a duty of candor and good 
faith in dealing with the Office, which includes a duty to disclose to the Office all information known to that individual to be material to 
patentability as defined in this section. The duty to disclose information exists with respect to each pending claim until the claim is canceled 
or withdrawn from consideration, or the application becomes abandoned. Information material to the patentability of a claim that is 
canceled or withdrawn from consideration need not be submitted if the information is not material to the patentability of any claim 
remaining under consideration in the application. There is no duty to submit information which is not material to the patentability of any 
existing claim. The duty to disclose all information known to be material to patentability is deemed to be satisfied if all information known 
to be material to patentability of any claim issued in a patent was cited by the Office or submitted to the Office in the manner prescribed by 
§§ 1.97(b)-(d) and 1.98. However, no patent will be granted on an application in connection with which fraud on the Office was practiced 
or attempted or the duty of disclosure was violated through bad faith or intentional misconduct. The Office encourages applicants to 
carefully examine: 

(1) prior art cited in search reports of a foreign patent office in a counterpart application, and 

(2) the closest information over which individuals associated with the filing or prosecution of a patent application believe any 
pending claim patentably defines, to make sure that any material information contained therein is disclosed to the Office. 

p) Under this section, information is material to patentability when it is not cumulative to information already of record or being 
mayi of record in the application, and 

(1) It establishes, by itself or in combination with other information, a prima facie case of unpatentability of a claim; or 

(2) It refutes, or is inconsistent with, a position the applicant takes in: 

™ (i) Opposing an argument of unpatentability relied on by the Office, or 

H (ii) Asserting an argument of patentability. 

A jMma facie case of unpatentability is established when the information compels a conclusion that a claim is unpatentable under the 
preponderance of evidence, burden-of-proof standard, giving each term in the claim its broadest reasonable construction consistent with the 
specification, and before any consideration is given to evidence which may be submitted in an attempt to establish a contrary conclusion of 
patentability. 

(c) Individuals associated with the filing or prosecution of a patent application within the meaning of this section are: 

( 1 ) Each inventor named in the application: 

(2) Each attorney or agent who prepares or prosecutes the application; and 

(3) Every other person who is substantively involved in the preparation or prosecution of the application and who is 
associated with the inventor, with the assignee or with anyone to whom there is an obligation to assign the application. 

(d) Individuals other than the attorney, agent or inventor may comply with this section by disclosing information to the attorney, 
agent, or inventor. 



Attorney Docket No. 884.217US1 

SCHWEGMAN, LUNDBERG, WOESSNER & KLUTH, PA. 

United States Patent Application 

COMBINED DECLARATION AND POWER OF ATTORNEY 

As a below named inventor I hereby declare that: my residence, post office address and citizenship are as 
stated below next to my name; that 

I verily believe I am the original, first and joint inventor of the subject matter which is claimed and for which 
a patent is sought on the invention entitled: HIERARCHICAL SOFTWARE PATH PROFILING . 

The specification of which is attached hereto. 

I hereby state that I have reviewed and understand the contents of the above-identified specification, 
including the claims, as amended by any amendment referred to above. 

I acknowledge the duty to disclose information which is material to the patentability of this application in 
accordance with 37 C.F.R. § 1.56 (attached hereto). I also acknowledge my duty to disclose all information known 
to be material to patentability which became available between a filing date of a prior application and the national or 
PCT international filing date in the event this is a Continuation-In-Part application in accordance with 37 C.F.R. 
§W3(e). 

fJl I hereby claim foreign priority benefits under 35 U.S.C. §1 19(a)-(d) or 365(b) of any foreign application(s) 
forfpatent or inventor's certificate, or 365(a) of any PCT international application which designated at least one 
cdifiitry other than the United States of America, listed below and have also identified below any foreign application 
fcffl^atent or inventor's certificate having a filing date before that of the application on the basis of which priority is 
cloned: 

No such claim for priority is being made at this time, 

W I hereby claim the benefit under 35 U.S.C. § 1 19(e) of any United States provisional application(s) listed 
bef6w: 

Nffisuch claim for priority is being made at this time, 

I hereby claim the benefit under 35 U.S.C. § 120 or 365(c) of any United States and PCT international 
application(s) listed below and, insofar as the subject matter of each of the claims of this application is not disclosed 
in the prior United States or PCT international application in the manner provided by the first paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 
§ 1 12, 1 acknowledge the duty to disclose material information as defined in 37 C.F.R. § 1.56(a) which became 
available between the filing date of the prior application and the national or PCT international filing date of this 
application: 



No such claim for priority is being made at this time. 
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I hereby appoint the following attomey(s) and/or patent agent(s) to prosecute this application and to transact 
all business in the Patent and Trademark Office connected herewith: 



Adams, Gregory J. Reg. No. 44,494 

Anglin, J, Michael Reg. No. 24,916 

Bianchi, Timothy E. Reg. No. 39,610 

Billion, Richard E. Reg. No. 32,836 

Black, David W. Reg. No. 42,33 1 

Brennan, Leoniede M. Reg. No. 35,832 

Brennan, Thomas F. Reg. No. 35,075 

Brooks, Edward J., Ill Reg. No. 40,925 

Chu, Dinh CP. Reg. No. 4 1 ,676 

Clark, Barbara J Reg. No. 3 8, 1 07 

Dahl, John M. Reg. No. 44,639 

Drake, Eduardo E. Reg. No. 40,594 

Eliseeva, Maria M. Reg. No. 43,328 

Embretson, Janet E. Reg. No. 39,665 

Fogg, David N. Reg. No. 35,138 

Fordenbacher, Paul J. Reg. No. 42,546 

Forrest, Bradley A. Reg. No. 30,837 

Harris, Robert J. Reg. No. 37,346 

Huebsch, Joseph C. Reg. No. 42,673 



Jurkovich, Parti J. Reg. No. 44,81 3 

Kalis, Janal M. Reg. No. 37,650 

Kaufmann, John D. Reg. No. 24,017 
Klima-Silberg, Catherine I. Reg. No. 40,052 

Kluth, Daniel J. Reg. No. 32, 146 

Lacy, Rodney L. Reg. No. 4 1 , 1 3 6 

Leffert, Thomas W. Reg. No. 40,697 

Lemaire, Charles A. Reg. No. 36,198 

Litman, Mark A. Reg. No. 26,390 

Lundberg, Steven W. Reg. No. 30,568 

Mack, Lisa K. Reg. No. 42,825 

Maeyaert, Paul L. Reg. No. 40,076 

Maki, Peter C. Reg. No. 42,832 

Malen, Peter L. Reg. No. 44,894 

Mates, Robert E. Reg. No. 35,271 

McCrackin, Ann M Reg. No. 42,858 

Nama, Kash Reg. No. 44,255 

Nelson, Albin J. Reg. No. 28,650 



Nielsen, Walter W. Reg. No. 25,539 

Oh, Allen J. Reg. No. 42,047 

Padys, Danny J. Reg. No. 35,635 

Parker, J. Kevin Reg. No. 33,024 

Peacock, Gregg A. Reg. No. 45,001 

Perdok, Monique M. Reg. No. 42,989 

Polglaze, Daniel J. Reg. No. 39,801 

Prout, William F. Reg. No. 33,995 

Schumm, Sherry W. Reg. No. 39,422 

Schwegman, Micheal L. Reg. No. 25,8 1 6 

Slifer, Russell D. Reg. No. 39,838 

Smith, Michael G. Reg. No. 45,368 

Speier, Gary J. Reg. No. P-45,458 

Steffey, Charles E. Reg. No. 25,179 

Terry, Kathleen R. Reg. No. 3 1 ,884 

Tong, Viet V. Reg. No. P-45,41 6 

Viksnins, Ann S. Reg. No. 37,748 

Woessner, Warren D. Reg. No. 30,440 



I hereby authorize them to act and rely on instructions from and communicate directly with the person/assignee/attorney/ 
firfSorganization/who/which first sends/sent this case to them and by whom/which I hereby declare that I have consented after full 
dislfosure to be represented unless/until I instruct Schwegman, Lundberg, Woessner & Kluth, P.A. to the contrary. 

Plf pe direct all correspondence in this case to Schwegman, Lundberg, Woessner & Kluth, P.A. at the address indicated below: 
'fl P.O. Box 2938, Minneapolis, MN 55402 

W Telephone No. (612)373-6900 

^ I hereby declare that all statements made herein of my own knowledge are true and that all statements made on information and 
belief are believed to be true; and further that these statements were made with the knowledge that willful false statements and the like so 
miafe are punishable by fine or imprisonment, or both, under Section 1001 of Title 18 of the United States Code and that such willful false 
statements may jeopardize the validity of the application or any patent issued thereon. 



FuOJSfame of joint inventor number 1: Youfeng Wtt 
Citizenship : United States of America 

PcSOffice Address: 3658 Bryant Street 

^ Palo Alto, CA 94306 



Residence: Palo Alto, CA 



Signature: 



Date: 



Youfeng Wu 



Full Name of joint inventor number 2 : Ali Adl-Tabatabai 

Citizenship: United States of America Residence: Santa Clara, CA 

Post Office Address : 2125 Quinn Avenue 

Santa Clara, CA 95051 

Signature: — ■ Date: 

Ali Adl-Tabatabai 



X Additional inventors are being named on separately numbered sheets, attached hereto. 



Mar-31-00 04:12pm Frojn- 



T-387 P. 02/03 F-441 



ATwmcy DoctetNo.: 8S4.217USI ^flP 3 of 4 

HIERARCHICAL SQfTWARB PATH PROFILING 
Pilin g, Patp: Even tftto Herewith 

I hereby deckle that all statements made herein of my own knowledge axe true and that all statements 
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knowledge that willful felsc statements and the like so made are punishable by fine or imprisonment, or both, nutte 
Section 1 00 1 of Title 18 of lie United States Code and that such willful ftlse statements may jeopardize the validltj ' 
of the application or any patent issued thereon, 

Pull Name of joint inventor raanbtf 3 : Tftgvjfi A. Ttersnn 

citizenship: United States of America Residence: Marietta, GA 

Post Office Address; 2327 Arabian Drive 



Signature: 




Date: 



Full Name of joins inventor number 4 : J*ggft ynn g 
Citisc»shg>: United States of America 

Post Office Address; 1474 Sharon Manor Ct 

San Jose>CA 95129 



Residence: San Josfc, CA 



Jesse Fang 



Date; 



FuUlJame of joint inventor number 5 : Rajiv ftwptM 
Citl#Qship: United States of America 

PosSjDffice Address: 9985 N, Uurdwood Drivs 

& Tucson, AZ 85737 



Residence: Tucson, AZ 



Signature: 



Rajiv Gupta 



Date; 



Futtifame of inventor; 

Git&nship: 

Post Office Address; 



Residence: 



Signature; 



Date: 
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§ 1.56 Duty to disclose information material to patentability. 

(a) A patent by its very nature is affected with a public interest. The public interest is best served, and the most effective patent 
examination occurs when, at the time an application is being examined, the Office is aware of and evaluates the teachings of all information 
material to patentability. Each individual associated with the filing and prosecution of a patent application has a duty of candor and good 
faith in dealing with the Office, which includes a duty to disclose to the Office all information known to that individual to be material to 
patentability as defined in this section. The duty to disclose information exists with respect to each pending claim until the claim is canceled 
or withdrawn from consideration, or the application becomes abandoned. Information material to the patentability of a claim that is 
canceled or withdrawn from consideration need not be submitted if the information is not material to the patentability of any claim 
remaining under consideration in the application. There is no duty to submit information which is not material to the patentability of any 
existing claim. The duty to disclose all information known to be material to patentability is deemed to be satisfied if all information known 
to be material to patentability of any claim issued in a patent was cited by the Office or submitted to the Office in the manner prescribed by 
§§ 1.97(b)-(d) and 1.98. However, no patent will be granted on an application in connection with which fraud on the Office was practiced 
or attempted or the duty of disclosure was violated through bad faith or intentional misconduct. The Office encourages applicants to 
carefully examine: 

(1) prior art cited in search reports of a foreign patent office in a counterpart application, and 

(2) the closest information over which individuals associated with the filing or prosecution of a patent application believe any 
pending claim patentably defines, to make sure that any material information contained therein is disclosed to the Office. 

Under this section, information is material to patentability when it is not cumulative to information already of record or being 
maH of record in the application, and 

;^ (1) It establishes, by itself or in combination with other information, a prima facie case of unpatentability of a claim; or 

^ (2) It refutes, or is inconsistent with, a position the applicant takes in: 

(i) Opposing an argument of unpatentability relied on by the Office, or 

Q (ii) Asserting an argument of patentability. 

A pjpna facie case of unpatentability is established when the information compels a conclusion that a claim is unpatentable under the 
preponderance of evidence, burden-of-proof standard, giving each term in the claim its broadest reasonable construction consistent with the 
spfijfication, and before any consideration is given to evidence which may be submitted in an attempt to establish a contrary conclusion of 
pafgjitability. 

(c) Individuals associated with the filing or prosecution of a patent application within the meaning of this section are: 

( 1 ) Each inventor named in the application: 

(2) Each attorney or agent who prepares or prosecutes the application; and 

(3) Every other person who is substantively involved in the preparation or prosecution of the application and who is 
associated with the inventor, with the assignee or with anyone to whom there is an obligation to assign the application. 

(d) Individuals other than the attorney, agent or inventor may comply with this section by disclosing information to the attorney, 
agent, or inventor. 



